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differences, I would like to remind our
colleagues that this bill was entirely
acceptable to all of the Democratic and
Republicans on the Oversight Com-
mittee prior to this bill reaching the
floor.

H.R. 1722 received full consideration
by the Federal Workforce Sub-
committee that I chair. It was referred
unanimously by the subcommittee to
the full Oversight Committee. And dur-
ing the full committee consideration, I
am proud to say that Republican
amendments were offered and they
were accepted and the legislation was
then advanced to the House without a
single objection by any Republican
member. And I am proud of that fact.
That is bipartisanship. My friends on
the other side of the aisle, good Repub-
licans, had every opportunity to at-
tempt to add additional provisions in
the committee, where they would have
received full consideration rather than
the 5 minutes of hurried debate prior to
the vote on the Republican motion to
recommit.

But today I'm pleased that we have
the opportunity to consider the excel-
lent, comprehensive, bipartisan com-
promise we were able to negotiate with
the Senate. And I would also like to
add that all the House and Senate com-
mittee staff, majority and minority,
met following Senate passage to dis-
cuss possible alternatives that would
be acceptable.

This has been a bipartisan process.
This is something I think we can agree
on. I would not want the perfect to be
the enemy of the good in this case. I
think we have a good bill here. I think
there’s been good input from both sides
of the aisle here, and it shows in the
end product.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, as a
representative of a district with a large number
of Federal employees, | rise in strong support
of H.R. 1722, The Telework Improvements
Act. | want to thank Chairmen TOwWNS and
LYNCH and Representative SARBANES for their
leadership in crafting this important bipartisan
bill.

The Telework Improvements Act makes ad-
ministrative, fiscal and environmental sense. If
passed, the measure will save money for the
American taxpayers, make government oper-
ations more efficient, and put the Federal Gov-
ernment on equal footing with many private
sector employers and State governments
which allow their employees to perform many
of their duties and responsibilities from home
or at another work site.

Passing this bill will help attract more work-
ers to government service. There is an effort
under way to encourage more young people
to work for the Federal Government to offset
the growing number of older employees who
are retiring. Offering prospective employees
the option to telework increases the possibility
that those employees with families will join the
Federal workforce.

Passing this bill is smart fiscal policy. Ac-
cording to the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment, during the blizzard that hit Washington,
DC last winter, the government lost tens of
millions of dollars worth of productivity for
each day it remained closed. This number
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might have been far larger had some Federal
workers not had the opportunity to work from
home. The bill will also reduce costs for tax-
payers by lowering absenteeism.

Passing this bill makes environmental
sense. Increasing teleworking opportunities for
employees of the country’s largest employer
means fewer cars on the roads and lower car-
bon emissions. According to the Telework Ex-
change, if 20 percent of Americans tele-
worked, we could eliminate 67 million metric
tons of greenhouse gas emissions annually
and reduce Persian Gulf oil imports by 40 per-
cent.

Madam Speaker, passing The Telework Im-
provements Act will save money for the tax-
payer, help ease pressure on the environment
and make the government run more efficiently.
The bill is also PAYGO compliant.

| encourage my colleagues to join me in
supporting the bill and | urge its immediate
passage.

Mr. LYNCH. I ask all Members to
vote in favor of H.R. 1722, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX,
further consideration of this motion is
postponed.

——————

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, a point of
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. ISSA. At the end of debate, isn’t
it appropriate to call for the vote prior
to postponing for the yeas and nays? I
heard no request for it. Are we post-
poning further debate, even though de-
bate has concluded, rather than a
House vote and then postponing a re-
corded vote?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Time for
debate has expired. Pursuant to clause
1(c) of rule XIX, further consideration
of the motion has been postponed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on the motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yveas and nays are ordered, or on which
the vote incurs objection under clause
6 of rule XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later.

———

EMERGENCY UNEMPLOYMENT
COMPENSATION CONTINUATION
ACT

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6419) to amend the Supplemental
Appropriations Act, 2008 to provide for
the further extension of emergency un-
employment benefits, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 6419

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Emergency
Unemployment Compensation Continuation
Act”.

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF UNEMPLOYMENT INSUR-
ANCE PROVISIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Section 4007 of the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking ‘‘November 30, 2010’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘“‘February 28,
20117’

(B) in the heading for paragraph (2) of sub-
section (b), by striking ‘‘NOVEMBER 30, 2010’
and inserting ‘‘FEBRUARY 28, 2011°°; and

(C) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘April
30, 2011”° and inserting ‘‘July 31, 2011"".

(2) Section 2005 of the Assistance for Unem-
ployed Workers and Struggling Families
Act, as contained in Public Law 111-5 (26
U.S.C. 3304 note), is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘December 1, 2010 each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘March 1,
2011’ ; and

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘“‘May 1,
2011’ and inserting ‘‘August 1, 2011,

(3) Section 5 of the Unemployment Com-
pensation Extension Act of 2008 (Public Law
110-449; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘April 30, 2011 and inserting ‘‘July
31, 2011,

(b) FUNDING.—Section 4004(e)(1) of the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘“‘and”
at the end; and

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (F) the
following:

‘“(G) the amendments made by section
2(a)(1) of the Emergency Unemployment
Compensation Continuation Act; and”.

(¢c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the Unemploy-
ment Compensation Extension Act of 2010
(Public Law 111-205; 124 Stat. 2236).

SEC. 3. OPTION FOR STATES TO TEMPORARILY
MODIFY CERTAIN “ON” AND “OFF”
INDICATORS RELATING TO EX-
TENDED BENEFITS.

(a) INDICATORS BASED ON RATE OF INSURED
UNEMPLOYMENT.—Section 203(d) of the Fed-
eral-State Extended Unemployment Com-
pensation Act of 1970 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is
amended by inserting before the last sen-
tence the following: ‘‘Effective with respect
to compensation for weeks of unemployment
beginning after the date of enactment of the
Emergency Unemployment Compensation
Continuation Act (or, if later, the date estab-
lished pursuant to State law), and ending on
or before March 1, 2011, the State may by law
provide that the determination of whether
there has been a State ‘on’ or ‘off’ indicator
beginning or ending any extended benefit pe-
riod shall be made under this subsection as if
paragraph (1)(A) had been amended by strik-
ing ‘the preceding two calendar years’ and
inserting ‘the preceding three calendar
years’; except that, notwithstanding any
such provision of State law, any week for
which there would otherwise be a State ‘on’
indicator shall continue to be such a week
and shall not be determined to be a week for
which there is a State ‘off’ indicator.”.

(b) INDICATORS BASED ON RATE OF TOTAL
UNEMPLOYMENT.—Section 203(f) of the Fed-
eral-State Extended Unemployment Com-
pensation Act of 1970 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and
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